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purpose to keep in check the majority government ? —It would be disastrous.
 225.	I just want to ask you two more questions.
I am now dealing with the next point, the question
about the punitive action, the detection of crime.
What  percentage  of  crime  in  your  Presidency  is
brought  to   book?—I   am afraid  I  have  not got
statistics.
 226.	It is a very small percentage all over India ?
—Yes.
 227.	That is to say that the bulk of the crime
goes unpunished ?—A good deal of reported crime
goes unpunished.
 228.	I am speaking of that, of course.    Now would
you suggest any improvement in the administration
of the police either in the detection or in the trial
of cases, that would bring a larger number of criminals
to justice?—Yes, we.want money;   that is all we
want.
 229.	What  you   really   want   is   to  improve-the
efficiency of the police ?—Yes.
 230.	And for that purpose you want more C.I.D.
officers ?—We want more money :   we want to train
our men better;   and above all we want to cut out
the law's delays, as far as possible.
 231.	Supposing we gave you  more money,  how
would you act ?—We have got several schemes only
awaiting funds—a detective training school, increased
numbers.    We   have  been  greatly, handicapped  in
producing good results by our men being diverted
from their ordinary functions and put on to duties
which have no concern whatever with the prevention
and detection of crime.
 232.	For instance ?—Political agitation, for one.
Communal unrest entirely paralyses the investigation
of crime.    In a place like Ahmedabad we have some
thing like 150 men employed on traffic duty, when
the allocation statement does not include a single
man for that duty.
 233.	Your point of view Is  that the growth of
communalism in the country is the canker worm of
civil and political life in this country ; it is destroying;
efficiency, it is making one set of people fight against
the other, and increases your task and your burden ?
—Yes.

 234.	That is your point ?—Yes.
 235.	You say you would not allow law and order
to be placed in charge of an Indian Minister ?—Yes.
 236.	I suppose you have no objection to law and
order being placed in charge of an Indian Member ?
—No.
 237.	As a matter of fact you have got in your
Presidency law and order in charge of an Indian
Member ?—No.
 238.	Has   your   Home   Member   never   been   an
Indian ?—Never to my knowledge.
 239.	At  any  rate  there  have  been  such  cases
There are cases where law and order has been en
trusted to an Indian Member, for instance, in Madras,
the United Provinces and the Central Provinces ?—
Yes.
 240.	With the  experience  you  have of working
under an .Indian Member you have no objection to
law  and  order  being  administered  by  an  Indian
Member ?— I should like to make it perfectly clear
that my objection is not to the Indian, but to Ms
being dependent upon popular vote.    That is the
difference.    It is not anything racial, and I should
like to make this point very clear.
242. May I draw your attention to a statement in the Muddiman Report ? It is stated there on page 10 : "On the transferred side the experience " gained has not been sufficient to.afford confirmation " of any feeling that deterioration has taken place. That is to say, in common language, that so far as the transferred side is concerned, there is no evidence that the Ministers have not acquitted themselves well. Now supposing that this view equally applies to the Indian Ministers in charge of law and order, then would you have any objection whatever to
 placing law and order in charge of the Indian Ministers ? Supposing they do as well in the reserved field as they have done in the transferred field, then would you have any objection to placing law and order in charge of the Indian Minister ?—I shall have no objection in the reserved fiekL
 243.	You would have no objection to the Indian
Ministers administering the reserved subjects if they
do as well as they have done in the transferred field ?
—If they are reserved, I have no objection.
 244.	I do not wish to raise the general question
with regard to the separation of the executive and
judicial functions.    But one question I wish to ask
and that is, is there any popular feeling against the
District Magistrate being the head of the Police ?—
There is.   •
 245.	As a matter of fact, do you see any reason
why the District Superintendent of Police should be
regarded as an Assistant to the District Magistrate ?
—You cannot help it.
 246.	Would  you   not  trust   the   District   Super
intendent to work on his own initiative ?—But I do
think it is necessary to have one head of the unit
whatever it may be.
 247.	Supposing  we  have  the  Superintendent  of
Police as the head of the unit, would you have any
objection ?—Personally I have no objection.
 248.	Nor do you see any objection to it ?—He
will have to have very much increased powers.    You
will have to give him more powers, taking away some
of them from the District Magistrate, and he woulci
in effect be the District Magistrate.

 249.	Supposing we give ,the head of the Police
the powers which are at present possessed by the
District Magistrate and make him the head of the
unit so far as the preservation of law and order and
detection of crime are concerned, that would be quite
satisfactory ?—Yes, perfectly.
 250.	Sir Arthur Froom :   My colleague, Sir Hari
Singh Gour, referred to the Muddiman Committee
Report.    Is it your recollection that the Mudraman
Committee recommended that law and order should
not be transferred ?—Yes.
The Chairman: Sir Hari Singh Gour seems to be under a misapprehension. The portion of the report from which he has quoted gives a summary of the views of the various Governments .put forward before the Committee. They were not the pronouncements of the Muddiman Committee at all and the particular sentence he has read out does not even represent the views of the Bombay Government. Paragraph 15 on page 10 from which he has read is the " Continuation of the views of the Punjab Government," and is a continuation of paragraph 14 which is the beginning of the summary of the views of the Punjab Government. Whatever, may be the right view, it cannot be said that the sentence he has read represents any part qf the views of the Muddiman Committee. It is a misapprehension.
 251.	Sir Arthur Froom :  I think the police depart
ment publishes its administration report ?—Yes.
 252.	My recollection is that it gives accounts of
the actions of the police officers ?—Yes.
 253.	Of the Indian police officers also ?—Yes.
 254.	It states that they have been rewarded for
their gallantry, and  rightly so.    But what I  am
trying to get at is this.    In your force the Indian
officers, inspectors, etc., could be regarded as a very
gallant band ?—Yes, undoubtedly.
 255.	They exhibit conspicuous gallantry in caset
of dacoity and so forth ?—That is so.
 256.	I suppose promotion cannot be guaranteed
on gallantry- alone but* administrative capacity also
is taken into consideration ?—Yes.
 257.	A man may be a gallant fellow and yet he
may not have such administrative qualities as other
members of the force ?—Yes.
 258.	Do you consider the present Bombay police
as a whole to be as efficient as it was ten or fifteen
or twenty years ago ?—I  think the efficiency , is
greater but the effect is less.
 259.	You gave an answer to Sir Hari Singh Gour

